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looking good. The best thing for them 
to do is to stop making proposals like 
this transportation bill, H.R. 7, which 
literally cuts jobs, because the Amer-
ican people are watching this. And 
quite frankly, I want us all to succeed. 
I don’t think that it’s good for the 
American population to think that one 
party that is elected to promote the 
public interest is doing something 
other than that in order to win an elec-
tion. 

Again, this board here clearly shows 
that when President Bush was in, this 
was kind of red. It’s kind of bleeding, 
and then the blue is going up, up, up, 
and now above the line, and we have 
been adding 23 consecutive months of 
private sector job growth, but that 
public sector job loss, as you pointed 
out, is literally a drag on the economy, 
and it’s hurting us. We need people to 
get to work. 

I just want to ask the gentlelady a 
question. Again, I mean, does a public 
sector paycheck offer less at the local 
grocery store when the person goes to 
buy some groceries with that public 
sector paycheck? 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. No. It’s a job and 
a paycheck, and you take it to the gro-
cery store. And it resonates throughout 
the economy. But I’ll tell you, it’s a 
pinch. When that wage and that check 
is frozen for 2 years, people feel that. 
Prices at the grocery store still go up, 
and so that very same paycheck 
doesn’t quite buy as much. You know, 
there may be some lifestyle changes, 
maybe not such big things but some 
little things that add to the quality of 
life that actually our Federal employ-
ees have had to do without because of 
the freeze. And then, they’re asked 
now, in order to even pay for a trans-
portation bill, to lose money out of 
their pension fund, to have to pay more 
of their pension, which is their retire-
ment fund. 

Mr. ELLISON. I just want to point 
you, you and I were just talking about 
this chart which shows that under the 
Bush administration, the unemploy-
ment rate going up, us losing jobs, and 
then the steady march back the other 
way. 

This chart shows that GOP proposals 
would eliminate up to 7.4 million jobs 
by 2016. So if you look at the proposals 
that the GOP has been making while 
they have been in the majority, the 
transportation bill, H.R. 7, is just one 
example of job killing. They like to 
call stuff ‘‘job killing.’’ That’s their lit-
tle Frank Luntz talking point. But 
they have in actuality proposed job- 
killing legislation. Starting with H.R. 
1, The Economist, The Center for 
American Progress, showed that it 
would cut a million jobs. Repealing 
health care reform would cut about 2 
million. GOP budget cuts, that’s the 
Ryan budget, cuts to the Federal work-
force, their so-called JOBS Act, all the 
way down the line. 

b 2000 
This red is, if they could have their 

way, this is the bleed of American jobs 

that would happen. Now, this is a pro-
jection. But the fact is this transpor-
tation bill is a typical example of their 
idea of how the economy should oper-
ate. And it is very disturbing—17.4 mil-
lion jobs. Of course, this would simply 
renew a trend that we were on during 
the Bush administration. So I think 
it’s time for Republicans to stop offer-
ing these bad jobs bills and start offer-
ing some things that are going to put 
Americans back to work. They can 
begin that process by yanking this H.R. 
7. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Let me also just 
say that you mentioned that the Re-
publicans like to point to the Presi-
dent’s proposals or Democratic pro-
posals and say, oh, this is another job- 
killing measure. Well, the facts are the 
facts. And the facts are that we have 
seen 23 months of private sector job 
creation. Literally millions of jobs 
have been created. And so I haven’t 
heard too much about the job killing 
lately because it’s pretty hard to talk 
about every time the job numbers come 
out and those jobs are increasing. 

I want to thank you very much for 
bringing up an example of a piece of 
legislation that doesn’t address our 
transportation needs, that does result 
in job loss, and that is paid for by 
going after middle class Federal work-
ers as the ones who have to sacrifice in 
order to fund legislation like this. 
Thank you. 

Mr. ELLISON. I thank the gentle-
lady. I just want to make a few points 
before we begin to wrap it up. I just 
want to point out that economist Mark 
Zandi, who has advised Senator 
MCCAIN, said by 2014 real GDP is al-
most $200 billion lower, and there are 
1.7 million fewer jobs under the Ryan 
approach than is under the case of the 
President’s. That’s just one honest 
economist’s estimate. 

The Economic Policy Institute’s con-
servative estimate of the Republican 
budget is 2 billion to 3 billion jobs lost 
over 5 years. Again, H.R. 1 would cut a 
couple of hundred thousand jobs. So, I 
really think, Mr. Speaker, that the 
American people need to know what 
kind of a ‘‘jobs program’’ the Repub-
licans are talking about. They’re not 
talking adding jobs; they’re talking 
about cutting them. And H.R. 7 is but 
a typical example of the kind of dam-
age these Republican majority Mem-
bers would do to the American econ-
omy. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

WAKE UP, AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BUCSHON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. These are interesting days in 
which we live. There is supposed to be 
an old Chinese curse that says: May 
you live in interesting times; and it’s 

as if that curse has been placed on us. 
We certainly live in interesting times. 

On 9/11/2001, this country suffered the 
worst attack in its history on its 
homeland. It was worse than December 
7, 1941. It left thousands dead, it left 
the Nation reeling from the feeling of 
vulnerability, and it pushed the Fed-
eral Government to respond quickly. 

Now, there are a number of things 
that could be effectuated more effec-
tively in Iraq and Afghanistan. That 
would be a subject for another time. 

I recall after 9/11, Bill Bennett com-
ing to my hometown of Tyler, Texas, 
and speaking at Tyler Junior College. 
And there was a huge crowd that 
turned out. People, in fact, turned out 
during those few months after 9/11 in 
record numbers to their churches and 
to places of worship in record numbers. 
Because much like the children of 
Israel after a disaster, they realized 
they needed to get back closer to our 
Creator. 

The FBI, our intelligence attributes, 
all of our Justice Department, State 
Department and all of the Bush admin-
istration immediately was pushed into 
gear to do something to protect us. 
And in that regard, Bill Bennett speak-
ing there in Tyler said, Some people 
get offended if they look somewhat 
like someone who committed the worst 
attack in American history and they’re 
searched more thoroughly than per-
haps someone else. 

And Bill said, I just know that if 
there was a red-headed Irishman that 
had attacked the United States, he 
said, I could anticipate having to go 
through heightened security checks 
every time I try to fly, every time I try 
to go anywhere. And he said, If that 
were to happen, I would understand be-
cause, he said, I love this country. I 
want people to be safe and feel safe, 
and since someone who looked like me 
with red hair and my same heritage 
had committed that act, even though 
he was and is a law-abiding citizen, he 
would understand being subjected to 
more scrutiny. 

There was a time in this country 
when common sense like that did pre-
vail, when no one would have ever 
dreamed that in going through security 
at an airport and somebody like me 
asking, why did I get pulled aside for 
the extra inspection and the puffery 
and all the added scrutiny, and being 
told, you look like you wouldn’t get 
mad. That told me a lot. I stood there 
and watched for about 20 minutes. 
There were a couple of African Amer-
ican businessmen, well dressed, they 
were pulled aside for the heightened 
scrutiny. They certainly had no resem-
blance to anybody that had attacked 
America on 9/11. A little old lady, one 
of our seniors, full of vim, vigor and 
spirit, she was pulled aside. Anyway, 
interesting times. 

I think our Justice Department, 
some of our folks who are supposed to 
be looking out for our protection have 
been lulled into a false sense of secu-
rity, and they have done what some say 
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would be to respond to the squeaky 
wheel. The OIC, the 57 Islamic nations 
that make up the OIC, are the ones 
that invented the term 
‘‘Islamophobia,’’ and it was Islamic na-
tions that have funded some of our Ivy 
League schools, institutions of higher 
learning yearning for more dollars to 
accept massive contributions in return 
for their doing seminars and con-
ferences on Islamophobia and trying to 
make Americans think there’s some-
thing wrong with them if they fear the 
people who brought about 9/11. 

b 2010 

Now, I am grateful for my Muslim 
friends. I am very grateful for the Mus-
lim allies we had—and have, although 
this administration is throwing them 
under the bus—that we have in north-
ern Afghanistan, the Northern Alli-
ance, those in the Balochistan area of 
Pakistan. We’ve got Muslim friends all 
over the world. We have Muslim friends 
in this country who love the freedom 
here, who don’t want to see this coun-
try hurt. 

But there are those who have con-
tributed to terrorism. There are those 
who have come here from other coun-
tries who hope to see our demise. My 
brother, who was living out north of 
the beltway, was shocked on 9/11, that 
afternoon, to see in a Muslim area 
north of the beltway children jumping 
and yelling and rejoicing over the 
deaths of Americans in the Pentagon 
and in the 9/11 towers. There was a 
time when Americans would have had 
more sensitivity than that. They would 
be so grateful to be in America they 
would not rejoice in the loss of inno-
cent lives by Islamic jihadists. 

The 9/11 Commission, bipartisan as it 
was, came to conclusions—with all of 
which I don’t agree—but they made a 
very good-faith effort. They came to 
the conclusion about certain things, 
and it was clear that the actions of the 
terrorists that killed over 3,000 Ameri-
cans were those of Islamic extremists, 
not rank-and-file, but Islamic extrem-
ists who believed that jihad meant the 
destruction of our way of life here in 
America, of Americans as infidels be-
cause they do not believe the same 
way. 

Who would have believed that 101⁄2 
years later the mean people would not 
be those who have refused to denounce 
terrorist activities, those groups who 
have not only refused to denounce ter-
rorist activity but who have actually 
supported terrorist activity through 
Hamas and Hezbollah—known terrorist 
organizations—and against whom there 
is sufficient evidence, as found by a 
district court in Texas and by the Fed-
eral Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, suf-
ficient evidence to move forward with 
the case. That’s because the judge in 
the district court, Judge Solis, and the 
Fifth Circuit agreed that there was 
prima facia evidence of Muslim groups 
here in America who were named but 
unindicted coconspirators in funding 
terrorism, ‘‘prima facia’’ meaning ade-

quate evidence to basically go forward. 
In fact, the words ‘‘prima facia’’ were 
used by Judge Solis in his decision. 

Well, the FBI, over the years, seems 
to have relaxed in some regards, want-
ing to avoid being called Islamophobic, 
as the 57 Islamic states have shoved 
that notion further and further across 
our Nation, have pushed to meet one of 
their 10-year stated goals, as found in 
the materials of the Muslim Brother-
hood archives found across the river in 
Virginia in a subbasement. 

One of those goals was to subvert— 
actually subject the U.S. Constitution 
to sharia law; and the way to do that 
was to force a pronouncement that in 
America you could burn a Bible, you 
could put a cross in urine, you could 
call Christians all kinds of names, blas-
pheme Jesus Christ, you can burn an 
American flag, call the American Gov-
ernment all kinds of names, but under 
no circumstances should anyone defile 
a Koran. 

As a Christian, I do not think anyone 
should ever abuse a Koran in any way. 
But the Constitution says if somebody 
wants to burn a Bible, that’s been in-
terpreted to mean you can burn a 
Bible. It’s a freedom of speech issue. If 
you want to burn a flag, we’re told you 
can do that. 

Well, we had the Director of the FBI 
come before our Judiciary Committee 
in the not-too-distant past. And these 
are some of the documents that have 
been involved in the prosecution of the 
Holy Land Foundation in which groups 
like the Islamic Society of North 
America, CAIR, others, were named co-
conspirators. In any event, Director 
Mueller, March 16 of last year, before 
our Judiciary Committee, had testified 
in answer to a number of questions 
that, gosh, they viewed the Muslim 
community as absolutely the same as 
any other community, even those Mus-
lim communities that rejoiced over 9/ 
11—he didn’t say this, but it was 
clear—that rejoiced over the deaths of 
Americans on 9/11. They saw them just 
like every other community. He also 
testified about the positive outreach 
that the FBI had been making to Mus-
lim communities. 

Well, I don’t have a problem with 
that, but why would the FBI see the 
need to make positive outreach into 
any community of a specific nature? 

So, after Director Mueller had indi-
cated, yes, we have this wonderful out-
reach program with the Muslim com-
munities and those communities are 
exactly like every other community, I 
said: 

You had mentioned earlier—and it is in 
your written statement—that the FBI has 
developed extensive outreach to Muslim 
communities. And in answer to an earlier 
question, I understood you to say that Mus-
lim communities were like all other commu-
nities. So I’m curious, as a result of the ex-
tensive outreach program the FBI has had to 
the Muslim community, how has your out-
reach program gone with the Baptists and 
the Catholics? 

Mr. Mueller said: 
I am not certain of necessarily the thrust 

of that question. I would say that our out-

reach to all segments of a particular city or 
county or society is good. 

I said: 
Well, do you have a particular program of 

outreach to Hindus, Buddhists, Jewish com-
munity, agnostics, or is it just an extensive 
outreach program to—— 

He interrupted and said: 
We have outreach to every one of those 

communities. 

I asked how he did that. And he 
started to filibuster. I said: 

I have looked extensively, and I haven’t 
seen anywhere in any one from the FBI’s let-
ters information that there has been an ex-
tensive outreach program to any other com-
munity trying to develop trust in this kind 
of relationship, and it makes me wonder if 
there is an issue of trust or some problem 
like that that the FBI has seen in that par-
ticular community. 

b 2020 

And just so there’s no mistaking, let 
me just read directly from the judge’s 
opinion in the Holy Land Foundation 
case in response to the effort by ISNA, 
CAIR, NAIT, the Holy Land Founda-
tion, and others. 

The judge said: 
The government has produced ample evi-

dence to establish the associations of CAIR, 
ISNA, and NAIT with the Holy Land Founda-
tion, the Islamic Association for Palestine, 
and with Hamas. While the Court recognizes 
that the evidence produced by the govern-
ment largely predates the HLF designation 
date, the evidence is nonetheless sufficient 
to show the association of these entities 
with the Holy Land Foundation, the Islamic 
Association for Palestine, and Hamas. 

There was plenty of evidence to sup-
port that, according to the judge. That 
was affirmed by the Fifth Circuit. 

It is important to note that, out of 
concern for the FBI’s outreach pro-
gram, and the State Department, and 
the White House, for reaching out and 
bringing in people who courts have said 
have supported terrorism, and these 
people are being brought in—in the 
military we said brought inside the 
wire—in this case, brought inside the 
State Department, brought inside The 
White House on a regular basis, 
brought inside the Justice Department, 
my friend, FRANK WOLF, had this lan-
guage added to the continuing resolu-
tion that was passed, that President 
Obama signed into law. This is lan-
guage in the law, and my friend, Mr. 
WOLF, included it to reference the 
FBI’s policy. 

It says, and this is the language in 
the law: 

Conferees support the FBI’s policy prohib-
iting any formal non-investigative coopera-
tion with unindicted coconspirators in ter-
rorism cases. The conferees expect the FBI 
to insist on full compliance with this policy 
by FBI field offices, and to report to the 
Committees on Appropriations regarding any 
violation of the policy. 

Well, guess what? We didn’t get this 
from the FBI. We had to get it from the 
Islamic Society of North America’s 
own Web site. They reported that on 
Wednesday, February 8, that’s this 
year, the American Arab Anti-discrimi-
nation Committee, the Arab American 
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Institute, the Interfaith Alliance, the 
Islamic Society of North America, 
ISNA, which has been pronounced by 
the Fifth Circuit as having plenty of 
evidence to support that they fund ter-
rorism and have, and then it mentions 
other groups, including the Shoulder- 
to-Shoulder Campaign. 

But they, it says: 
They had an opportunity to discuss the 

matter with the Public Affairs Office of the 
FBI. Director Robert Mueller joined the 
meeting to discuss these matters with rep-
resentatives from the organizations. 

The conversation with Director 
Mueller centered on material used by 
the agency that depicts falsehoods and 
negative connotations of the Muslim 
American community. The use of the 
material was first uncovered by Wired 
magazine. 

And that was uncovered by an orga-
nization that seems to be right in there 
with those who were unindicted but 
named coconspirators in funding ter-
rorism. 

Well, from ISNA they say: 
Director Mueller informed the participants 

that the FBI took the review of the training 
material very seriously, and he pursued the 
matter with urgency to ensure that this does 
not occur again in the future. 

ISNA President Imam Magid, who’s a 
frequent visitor to the White House, 
who the White House consults on 
speeches, or has, and welcomed to the 
inner sanctum of the State Depart-
ment, other Departments here in Wash-
ington, Magid stated: 

The discovery of FBI training materials 
that discriminated against Muslims did dam-
age to the trust that was built between dedi-
cated FBI officials and the American Muslim 
community. We welcome and appreciate Di-
rector Mueller’s commitment to take posi-
tive steps toward eradicating such materials 
and rebuilding trust in an open dialogue. 

The director also informed participants 
that to date, nearly all related FBI training 
materials, including more than 160,000 pages 
of documents, were reviewed by subject mat-
ter experts multiple times. Consequently, 
more than 700 documents, 300 presentations 
of material, have been deemed unusable by 
the Bureau and pulled from the training cur-
riculum. Material was pulled from the cur-
riculum if even one component was deemed 
to include factual errors or be in poor taste 
or be stereotypical, or lack precision. 

I guess stereotypical would mean if 
they point out that terrorists have had 
one thing in common, that that would 
be stereotypical. 

Well, ISNA also reports: 
It was clear to all meeting participants 

that the issue of trust between community 
members and the FBI needs to be taken seri-
ously by all our nation’s decisionmakers. It 
was evident the Bureau must strengthen its 
efforts to build trust. 

How about trust from the other side? 
How about condemnation of terrorist 
acts? 

How about coming out and making 
clear all ties have been severed with 
Hamas and Hezbollah and those who 
would seek to make terror on innocent 
people? 

Anyway, ISNA’s rejoicing because 
they’ve gotten the FBI to actually go 

through and cull material that in-
cludes words like jihad, words like 
Islamist. 

And, in fact, and I really do wish, Mr. 
Speaker, that our Director of the FBI 
would be as concerned about this law 
as he is about laws that don’t exist, but 
his concern is about offending people 
who have been supporting terrorism 
that has been killing innocent people 
around the world. 

Instead, this is what we have as a re-
sult of the efforts by this administra-
tion and the Director of the FBI. The 9/ 
11 Commission report mentioned 322 
times Islam because the people who 
were the hijackers, the people that 
planned the attacks, that hoped that 
they would kill tens of thousands of 
Americans instead of 3,000, those who 
helped train them in Afghanistan, 
those who helped plan and participate 
from other radical Islamist groups, 
they were Islamists. They believed in 
Islam. And thank God that they only 
represent a tiny percentage of Muslims 
around the world. But let’s be realistic. 
As one intelligence officer said, we are 
blinding ourselves to being able to see 
who our enemy is. 

Well, our FBI can be very, very 
proud. No longer in training materials, 
as the director told the named cocon-
spirator of terrorism, ISNA, no longer 
are they going to mention Islam, Mus-
lim, jihad, enemy. They don’t mention 
the Muslim Brotherhood. They don’t 
mention Hamas. They don’t mention 
Hezbollah. They don’t mention al 
Qaeda. They don’t mention caliphate. 
They don’t mention sharia law. 

Those have been wiped clean from 
our training materials so that new FBI 
trainees, people coming in, will have no 
idea exactly what they’re facing be-
cause they’re being told, you must look 
only at a group as supporting height-
ened violence. But you cannot examine 
their books, things that mean very 
much to them, things that motivate 
these killers, these terrorists. You 
can’t look at the things and their in-
terpretations, what makes them tick. 

How do you defeat an enemy if you 
cannot look at what makes them think 
the way they do? I would think that 
groups, our Muslim friends who want 
to help keep this country free, instead 
of demanding that we not realize that 
these are Islamic jihadists that want to 
kill us, that they would be out there 
pointing these people out publicly and 
condemning them. Instead, they’re 
condemning those who simply want to 
protect America, who want to live in 
peace, want to live in freedom. 

b 2030 

Imagine what these same kind of 
groups would have said if they had 
heard the prayer on D-day, live? Can 
you imagine these groups hearing 
Franklin Roosevelt’s prayer on radio 
as he prayed for 6-to-10 minutes pub-
licly, a prayer that you can find on-
line? 

Almighty God: Our sons, pride of our Na-
tion, this day have set up on a mighty en-

deavor, a struggle to preserve our Republic, 
our religion, and our civilization to set free 
a suffering humanity. 

He goes on and prays for a very long 
time on D-day as our troops were try-
ing to retake Europe. 

He also says in his prayer: 
And, O Lord, give us faith. Give us faith in 

Thee; faith in our sons; faith in each other; 
faith in our crusade. Let not the keenness of 
our spirit ever be dulled. Let not the impacts 
of temporary events, of temporal matters of 
but fleeting moment—let not these deter us 
in our unconquerable purpose. With Thy 
blessing, we shall prevail over the unholy 
forces of our enemy. 

Back then, Roosevelt didn’t know 
you couldn’t call your enemy that 
wanted to take over your Nation, that 
wanted to kill innocent people, that 
wanted to take away your liberty, Roo-
sevelt didn’t know you couldn’t call 
them unholy forces of our enemy. So 
he used those terms because he cared 
about America. He cared about pro-
tecting America. 

We want to live in peace. We want to 
live in peace with our Muslim friends, 
our Hindu friends, our agnostics, our 
atheists. But for heaven’s sake, do not 
keep blinding our intelligence commu-
nity, our justice community. 

There was a time when in America 
you could call things just as they were, 
and in the Revolution one of the most 
quoted statements was attributed to 
Voltaire: 

I disagree with what you say but will de-
fend to the death your right to say it. 

Now, when someone disagrees with 
what you say, they want to destroy 
your life, destroy your livelihood. 

It’s time for America to wake up be-
fore we get hit again. We have people 
in this country who are supporting ter-
rorism. There’s prima facie evidence to 
establish it; the courts have found it. 
This administration refused to pursue 
it when the evidence was clearly there, 
refused to pursue these people; and in-
stead of pursuing the unindicted co-
conspirators after the convictions and 
the Holy Land Foundation—oh, sure, 
this administration says, Well, the 
Bush administration wasn’t going to. 
The Bush administration was going to 
pursue the unindicted coconspirators if 
they got convictions in the Holy Land 
Foundation trial, which they did, near 
the end of 2008. 

It’s this administration that refused 
to go forward and prosecute anyone 
further. 

So instead of prosecuting people sup-
porting terrorism, this administration 
calls them into the White House, calls 
them into the Justice Department and 
says why can’t we be friends. 

It’s time to wake up. We owe this 
country a defense with our eyes open, 
with our arms and heart open to help 
those who really are helpless, but to 
stand firm even to the death as our 
servicemembers are pledged to do, as I 
did my 4 years on active duty. Let’s 
stand firm together until those who are 
intent on destroying us and supporting 
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terrorism are made to account and 
back off and say we’re no longer your 
enemy. Then all communities can wor-
ship and love as one. 

We’ve got to protect America. 
With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 

the balance of my time. 
f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mrs. BONO MACK (at the request of 
Mr. CANTOR) for today and February 17 
on account of her daughter giving 
birth. 

Mr. CAMPBELL (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of illness. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, February 17, 2012, at 9 
a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

5024. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
VOR Federal Airways B-81, V-89, and V-169 in 
the Vicinity of Chadron, Nebraska [Docket 
No.: FAA-2010-1016; Airspace Docket No. 11- 
ACE-6] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received January 26, 
2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5025. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Restricted Areas R-2104A, B, C, D and E; 
Huntsville, AL [Docket No.: FAA-2010-0693; 
Airspace Docket No. 11-ASO-29] (RIN: 2120- 
AA66) received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5026. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Huntington, WV [Docket 
No.: FAA-2011-1057; Airspace Docket No. 11- 
AEA-21] received January 26, 2012, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5027. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Revocation 
and Establishment of Compulsory Reporting 
Point; Alaska [Docket No.: FAA-2011-1238; 
Airspace Docket No. 11-AAL-20] received 
January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5028. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
VOR Federal Airways V-320 and V-440: Alas-
ka [Docket No.: FAA-2011-1014; Airspace 
Docket No. 11-AAL-19] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5029. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 

the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Anaktuvuk Pass, AK 
[Docket No.: FAA-2011-0867; Airspace Docket 
No. 11-AAL-16] received January 26, 2012, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5030. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class D and E Airspace; North Philadelphia, 
PA [Docket No.: FAA-2011-0625; Airspace 
Docket No. 11-AEA-16] received January 26, 
2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5031. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Byron, OH [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0606; Airspace Docket No. 11-AGL- 
14] received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5032. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Spearfish, SD [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0431; Airspace Docket No. 11-AGL- 
11] received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5033. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Sturgis, SD [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0430; Airspace Docket No. 11-AGL- 
10] received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5034. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment 
to and Establishment of Restricted Areas; 
Warren Grove, NJ [Docket No.: FAA-2011- 
0104; Airspace Docket No. 11-AEA-2] (RIN: 
2120-AA66) received January 26, 2012, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5035. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Federal Airways; Alaska [Docket No.: FAA- 
2011-0010; Airspace Docket No. 11-AAL-1] re-
ceived January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5036. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Carroll, IA [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0845; Airspace Docket No. 11-ACE- 
19] received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5037. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Establishment 
of Class E Airspace; Stuart, IA [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0831; Airspace Docket No. 11-ACE- 
17] received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5038. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Mercury, NV [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0894; Airspace Docket No. 11-AWP- 
14] received January 26, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 

for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. CAMP: Committee report on H.R. 3630. 
A bill to provide incentives for the creation 
of jobs, and for other purposes (Rept. 112– 
399). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina: Committee 
on Rules. House Resolution 554. Resolution 
providing for consideration of the conference 
report to accompany the bill (H.R. 3630) to 
provide incentives for the creation of jobs, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 112–400). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: 
H.R. 4048. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to clarify the contracting goals 
and preferences of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs with respect to small business 
concerns owned and controlled by veterans; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL (for himself and Mr. BLU-
MENAUER): 

H.R. 4049. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand personal saving 
and retirement savings coverage by enabling 
employees not covered by qualifying retire-
ment plans to save for retirement through 
automatic IRA arrangements, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. NEAL: 
H.R. 4050. A bill to simplify and enhance 

qualified retirement plans, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STUTZMAN: 
H.R. 4051. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Labor to provide off-base transition training, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, and in addition to the 
Committee on Armed Services, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STUTZMAN: 
H.R. 4052. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to establish an honorary Excel-
lence in Veterans Education Award; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNS (for himself, Mr. 
PLATTS, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. CON-
NOLLY of Virginia, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 
BARROW, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
BOREN, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. CARDOZA, 
Mr. COOPER, Mr. DONNELLY of Indi-
ana, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. PETER-
SON, Mr. ROSS of Arkansas, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SHULER, and 
Mr. THOMPSON of California): 

H.R. 4053. A bill to intensify efforts to 
identify, prevent, and recover payment error, 
waste, fraud, and abuse within Federal 
spending; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. WALZ of Minnesota (for him-
self, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. 
QUIGLEY): 
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